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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant argues that Blandford does not teach a 'remote' storage (pg. 2 
Remarks). However Applicant agrees that "there would be no problem finding a remote 
archive linked over the Internet in the previous literature. Applicant has stipulated that 
many times. The problem, however, is that those Prior Art archives are not non- 
rescindible (pg. 3 of Remarks)." 

To quote the Applicants specification (Paragraph [0021]) "the archive may not 
allow anyone, including the user, to modify or delete these records during this time 
interval even if the user should ask this to be done. This agreement maybe be referred 
to as an agreement for non-rescindable storage." 

Blandford teaches "the diarist, even though he is the owner of the system, cannot 
alter, change the date of, or erase data which is time-stamped authentication and 
already stored (Column 2)." 

This appears to teach the "non-rescindable storage" which seems to be the crux 
of the Applicants argument and Blandford clearly teaches that limitation." 

Applicant argues that "Topham is disclosing a time-stamping generator combined 
with the remote archive. Thus Topham does not meet the liitations of claim 86 missing 
from Blandford. The two references, taken alone or together, do not teach or suggest 
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the remote archive and the user diary are located physically remote from and operated 
independently from, the encryption, site, the digital signature generator, and the secure 
third party time-stamping generator (pg. 4 of Remarks)." 

Although Topham teaches the time-stamping remote from a remote archive as 
Applicant states, Topham is brought in to show that the concept of generally connecting 
items remotely through a network to an archive storage. The rejection reads "The claim 
would have been obvious because the technique for improving a data archive storage 
(sending data blocks to a third party device via a network) was part of the ordinary 
capabilities of a person of ordinary skill in the art... the results after modification would 
be predictable (al the elements would result in the same results as Blandford except 
they would be connected via a network). 

The Examiner believes that if having a storage archive remote from user input is 
obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art, so too is having a remote time stamping 
means, digital signature producer and so on. 

The arguments regarding Sykes have already been addressed in the previous 
actions. 

The remaining arguments are derived from the above and are unpersuasive for 
the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 86-88, 91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Blandford in view of Topham. 

Regarding Claim 86-88, 91 

Blandford (5347579) teaches a diary archive system comprising: 

A user diary input, for receiving diary entries from a user, and processing the 
diary entries into one or more data blocks; diary archive storage, for receiving and 
storing the one or more data blocks, said remote diary archive storage preventing 
anyone, including the user, from modifying and from deleting said one or more data 
blocks stored at said remote diary archive for at least an initial time period, to provide 
non-rescindable storage of user diary entries for at least the initial time period, ("the 
diarist, even though he is the owner of the system, cannot alter, change the date of, or erase 
data which is time-stamped, authenticated, and already stored" Column 2, especially, lines 60- 
63) 

encrypting or decryption of the one or more data blocks to create one or more 
encrypted data blocks, and transmitting said one or more encrypted data blocks over 
the network, to the remote diary archive storage in place of said one or more data 
blocks such that the remote archive storage cannot decrypt and read contents of the 
one or more data blocks; ("Authentication by function is comparing the reconstructed text with 
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a write-once read-many version of the original diary entry or by comparing an encrypted hash 
signature of the reconstructed text and original date with a WORM hash signature of the original 
time stamped entry. Preferably the program includes encryption and decryption with storage 
input/output" Column 4, lines 32-40) 

A digital signature generator, for computing for the user, a secure digital 
signature data block comprising a secure digital signature of the one or more data 
blocks; and storing said digital signature as an additional non-rescindable data block 
with the one or more data blocks in the remote diary archive storage to establish the 
user is the author of the one or more data blocks; time-stamping generator for receiving 
the one or more data blocks, time-stamping the one or more data blocks on receipt, and 
storing said time-stamp as an additional non-rescindable data block with the one or 
more data blocks in the remote diary archive storage ("In archiving the diary entry, the 
program appends the real clock time to the stripped text and working data. Then in step 536 a 
digital signature is computed on the time stamped stripped text, the digital signature is a one- 
way encryption of the text and time data into a fixed length code that is most highly unlikely to 
be reproduced if changes were made in the text or data" Column 14, in particular, lines 48-55) 

Filing key generator for generating filing keys from said one or more data blocks 
(Column 4, lines 52-55) 

Search means, to search stored filing keys at said remote diary archive ("The 
search and retrieve procedure is shown in Figure 21 and includes step 570 where the 
user enters one or more search parameters such as date, date range, name, key text 
words, compartment name and the like", Column 15, lines 33-36) 
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Blandford does not explicitly teach a network, coupled to the user diary input, for 
receiving the one or more data blocks from the user diary input and for transmitting the 
one or more data blocks from the user diary input: 

An encryptor, decryptor, digital signature generator, time stamping generator, 
filing key generator, search means coupled to the network each located physically 
remote from and operated independently each other. 

Topham (20020196685) teaches the technique of an archive storage remote 
from a time stamping generator and an encryptor coupled to a network for transmitting 
one or more blocks form the archive storage. (Figure 5 of Topham, Paragraph [0094], 
Paragraph 0098-0099]) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the individual elements taught in the data archive storage of 
Blandford (digital signature, time-stamping, encryptor, decryptor, filing key generator, 
search means) with the technique of coupling a data archive to external network and 
sending data blocks to third party elements such as an encryptor a time stamp 
generator and the like as taught by Topham. 

The claim would have been obvious because the technique for improving a data 
archive storage (sending data blocks to a third party device via a network) was part of 
the ordinary capabilities of a person of ordinary skill in the art, in view of the teaching of 
the technique for improvement in other situations. The results after the modification 
would be predictable (all of the elements would result in the same results as Blandford 
except they would be connected via a network) 
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Blandford and Topham do not explcilty teach where the user negotiates an initial 
time period with the remote diary archive to reach agreement on the initial time period 
for non-rescindable storage of said one or more data blocks; 

Sykes teaches where the user negotiates an initial time period with the remote 
diary archive to reach agreement on the initial time period for non-rescindable storage 
of said one or more data blocks ("The page might contain the option to extend archiving for 
one to seven years, providing pick buttons for making the selection and a place order button for 
effecting the transaction" Column 7, lines 37-40); 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the storage of Blandford and Topham to have the ability to negotiate 
a time period for storage. 

The motivation is to provide the archive storage compensation for an amount of 
time (Figure 1 3 of Sykes). 

Claims 88-89 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blandford in view of Topham further in view of Applicant Admitted Prior Art (AAPA). 

Regarding Claim 89-90 

Blandford and Topham teach the claims of 86. 
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They do not explicitly teach: 

A voice input, coupled to the network, for receiving a user's voice; 

Voice recognition and transcription system, coupled to the network, for 
generating one or more text blocks from voice waveform, wherein said voice recognition 
and transcription system comprises an independent voice recognition and transcription 
party 

Application Admitted Prior Art (Paragraphs [0015-0017] of Background of the 
Invention) teaches that remote voice recognition and transcription is well known in the 
art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Blandford and Topham with a remote voice recognition and 
transcription service as provided by AAPA. 

The claim would have been obvious because the technique for improving a data 
archive storage (sending data blocks to a third party device via a network) was part of 
the ordinary capabilities of a person of ordinary skill in the art, in view of the teaching of 
the technique for improvement in other situations. The results after the modification 
would be predictable (all of the elements would result in the same results as Blandford 
except they would be connected via a network) 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HARRIS C. WANG whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1462. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, EDAN ORGAD can be reached on (571) 272-7884. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 2439 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2434 



